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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to comnnunication(s) filed on 16 August 2004 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 
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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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Claim(s) 4,7,1 1 14 is/are objected to. 

8) \Z\ Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) Including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52, 
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Application/Control Number: 09/751,152 Page 
Art Unit: 2661 

Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments filed 8/16/04 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. The applicant has not 
indicated any specific limitation that was not addressed in the 
first office action. However, since the examiner inadvertently 
used the wrong reason for indicating why claims 8 and 15 were 
addressed as being obvious, a second non- final rejection 
follows . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. Claims 1-3, 5-6, 8-10, 12-13, 15-17 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over Weigand (US 5,822,308) in 
view of Levy (US 5,524,008). 

Weigand discloses a microcode RAM (128; col. 2, lines 40- 
49; col. 6, lines 26-44; col. 7, lines 20-25), storing a frame 
program (frame program (series of instructions; various 
routines, col. 2, lines 26-67; microcode, col. 7, lines 20-25; 
col. 8, lines 64-67; transmit routine, col. 8, lines 20-42; 
building frame slots, col. 6, lines 25-44; build slots, col. 5, 
lines 20-30) comprising a certain instruction (various 
subroutines, col. 2, lines 40-44; high level instructions, col. 

3. lines 31-34; series of commands, col. 6, lines 26-29; a bit 
count, col. 7, lines 61-64; various routines, col. 8, lines 64- 
67; command flow sequences, col. 6, lines 41-44), a 
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microsequencer (124, Fig. 7) for executing the instructions 
(col. 6, lines 25-31; command flow sequences, col. 6, lines 41- 
44; col. 8, lines 32), a microwire (col. 5, lines 1-6), a delay 
unit (col. 5, lines 46-51; enable and disable devices in the 
proper sequence and at the proper times, col. 6, lines 58-63; 
delay block, 144, col. 7, line 61-col. 8, line 6; sequencer to 
be held in wait, col. 8, lines 20-42), instruction comprises a 
value indicative of a number of bytes (RAM provides instructions 
and generates sequences of control codes, col. 3, lines 31-34; 
the codes and instructions are themselves a number of bytes and 
they direct the microsequencer to handle, read/write a number of 
bytes, col. 6, lines 25-44), the value is indicative of a period 
of time (the microcode instructions can indicate to wait or to 
synchronize, col. 6, lines 56-67; col. 8, lines 20-44), storing 
at an address (a RAM holding a program or subroutine will store 
each line of code or command line at a specific address and the 
controller or microsequencer will know what address each routine 
starts at, col, 6, lines 25-44; col. 8, lines 20-42), as 
specified in claims 1-3, 5-6, 8-10, 12-13, 15-17. 

However, Weigand fails to use the phrase "frame program", 
as specified in claims 1, and 15, and transmitting a 
predetermined number of bytes to the radio components, as 
specified in claim 8, 
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Levy teaches first-third frame programs (Fig, lA; col. 1, 
lines 11-50, a series of frames, col. 1, lines 15-22; frame 
programs, col. 4, lines 10-27), and that a set of instructions 
in computer terminology is a program and in the TDMA environment 
a frame program (col. 2, lines 50-67; col. 4, lines 10-27), 
transmitting a number of bytes to radio components (setting up 
the slots, col. 4, lines 55-58, col. 5, lines 20-45, col. 
6, lines 5-9, col. 9, lines 29-45; transferring codes or 
commands, col. 6, lines 56-67, transmitting voice, col. 6, lines 
26-44), preventing executing of other instructions (col. 2, 
lines 50-61, interrupting, col. 5, lines 6-19; standby mode, 
col. 5, lines 46-60, delay block, col. 7, line 61-col. 8, line 
6; interrupt unit, col. 8, lines 20-42, being in the transmit 
mode or receive mode, col. 9, lines 6-27). 

Claims 4, 7, 11, 14 are objected to as being dependent upon 
a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. When reading the claims in 
light of the specification, none of the references of record 
alone or in combination disclose or suggest the combination of 
limitations specified claims 4, 7, 11, 14 including the phrase 
minus one . 

Response to Arguments 
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In re pg. 5, the applicant argues not one instance was 
found where a full quote of any claim recitations appeared. 

In response, the examiner did address the claim limitations 
and although only specific terms were used to reference, it is 
implied that the surrounding terms or environment were included. 
For example, when the term "frame program" was addressed by 
indicating that the portions of the applied art in the 
parenthesis "(series of instructions; various routines, col. 2, 
lines 26-67, col. 8, lines 64-67; transmit routine, col. 8, 
lines 20-42; building frame slots, col. 6, lines 25-44; build 
slots, col. 5, lines 20-30)" read on the term "frame program" 
the surrounding words and environment were clearly addressed. 
For example, when considering the portions of the applied art 
indicated, one of ordinary skill would realize that not just any 
frame program was addressed but, e.g., "a method for receiving a 
plurality of frame programs" was addressed. In fact, although 
the applied did disclose programs/subroutines running in TDMA 
devices (series of commands, col. 6, lines 26-55; subroutines 
used in waking up, col, 5, lines 46-60 and building 
slots/creating TDMA frames, and complying with the TDMA 
protocol. Figs. 1, 11; col. 4, lines 53-55), the examiner did 
not reject the term as being anticipated but rather rejected the 
term as being obvious and included a reference that specifically 
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taught the same exact phrase ''frame programs" (Levy: Fig. lA; 
col. 1, lines 11-50, a series of frames, col. 1, lines 15-22; 
frame programs, col. 4, lines 10-27), and that a set of 
instructions in computer terminology is a program and in the 
TDMA environment a frame program (Levy: col. 2, lines 50-67; 
col. 4, lines 10-27). Therefore not only did the examiner 
address the term "frame program" which was not further defined, 
the examiner went as far as proving that a program is in fact a 
series of instructions/commands, etc. 

Since the applicant failed to particularly point out any 
specific limitation not addressed, the examiner cannot respond 
in more detail. The examiner cannot find any where in the MPEP 
where it states that "full quotes" of limitations must be used 
and the actual limitations including the surrounding words were 
addressed. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to David R 
Vincent whose telephone number is 571 272 3080. The examiner 
can normally be reached on M-TH. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Kenneth Vanderpuye can 
be reached on 571 272 3078. The fax phone number for the 
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organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 
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